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P res entat ion Overview

• Background

• Scenario  Design

• Scenario  A nalys is
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Major  Contr ibutors

• 79 local g o v ernment entities
(counties, cities, special
dis tric ts)

• 8 state g o v ernment
departments

• 16 priva te entities

• Consu ltant ass is tance from
Fregonese Ca ltho rpe
Assoc iates

 Background
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L imi tat ion s
• Stric tly  lim ited to  sub ject areas of

dem o g raphics , economics , transpo rtation , air
quality , wa ter, sewer, and land use

• Inc ludes three alternatives and a baseline
scenario

– Baseline  based on  1997 plann ing  documen ts

– A lternatives  based  on  public  input

• W o rk in  progress and will be  continually  rev ised
as better in formation becomes available

• A n alys is  time frame is  the year 2020

 Background
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L imi tat ion s  (con ’t)
• Meant to  in form, not dictate, future development

• Land use decis ions  con tinue to  be made by
local g o v ernment

• In frastruc ture decis ions  con tinue to  be made by
coun ties , c ities, special districts, state
g o v ernment, and reg ional planning entities

• Scenarios  are hypo thetical and not to be taken
literally .  Their purpose is  as  a  comparative  to o l.

• Funding  no t necessarily  ava ilable fo r assumed
in frastruc ture

 Background
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S cenar ios  are like a cras h  t es t ...
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 Background

Greater  W as atch  A r ea
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W orks h op #1
W here to  Grow?
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W orks h op #1
W here to  Grow?
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W orks h op #2
H o w  t o  G r o w ?
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W orks h op #2
H o w  t o  G r o w ?
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Major  P u blic W orks h o p  F indings

• In fill - -  Participants pre ferred greater population
numbers in infill areas than new expansion

• W asatch Back  - -  Nearly all participants indicated
that only minimal development should occur in the
W asatch Back

• Ra il Transit -- Ra il was seen as an essential
component of the region’s growth

• W alkable - -  Participants expressed a general
pre ference for walkable development

• C ritica l Lands  - -  Near general consensus that critical
lands should be conserved

Design
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Char acter is t ics  C o m m o n  t o
Al l  S cenar ios

• Cons tan t reg ional con tro l to tals
– Appro x imately one million more people by 2020 or beyond

• Fu ture deve lopment diverted fro m
env ironmentally  sensitive  o r constrained lands
– S lopes  >25%

– Public  lands

– F loodp lains , riparian areas, and  wetlands

• Deve lopment alo n g  W asatch Back min imized

Design
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S cen ar io A
Scenario A shows how the region could
develop if the pattern of dispersed
development occurring in some
communities presently continued in
the future.  New development would
primarily take the form of single-
family homes on larger, suburban lots.
Most development would focus on
convenience for auto users.

Design



S cenar io  A
New and E x is t ing D evelopment
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D evelopment  T ypes
N o r t h  R egion
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Cen t r al  R egion



S cenar io  A
D evelopment  T ypes
S ou th  R egion
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S cen ar io B

Scenario B shows how the region
would develop if state and local
governments follow their 1997 plans.
Development would continue in a
dispersed pattern much like it has for
the past 20 years, but would not be as
dispersed as Scenario A.  Most
development would focus on
convenience for auto users.

Design
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New and E x is t ing D evelopment



S cenar io B
D evelopment  T ypes
N o r t h  R egion



S cenar io B
D evelopment  T ypes
Cen t r al  R egion



S cenar io B
D evelopment  T ypes
S ou th  R egion
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S cen ar io C
Scenario C shows how the region would
develop if much of our new development is
in walkable communities with nearby
opportunities to work, shop, and play.  More
development would be devoted to infill and
redevelopment, leaving more undeveloped
land for open space and agriculture. This
more compact development pattern is
integrated with a more extensive transit
system.

Design
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New and E x is t ing D evelopment



S cenar io C
D evelopment  T ypes
N o r t h  R egion
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S cenar io C
D evelopment  T ypes
S ou th  R egion
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S cen ar io D
Scenario D would accommodate new
growth by significantly increasing
current densities.  Relatively large
amounts of infill and redevelopment
occur, leaving a large amount of
undeveloped land for open space and
agriculture.  New development is
concentrated along an extensive rail
transit network and incorporates a high
degree of walkable development and
mixed use.

Design
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New and E x is t ing D evelopment



S cenar io  D
D evelopment  T ypes
N o r t h  R egion
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S cenar io  D
D evelopment  T ypes
S ou th  R egion
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Analysis
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H o u s ing T ypes :  2020
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L and Cons u m ption
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F ar m  L and Conver ted to
U rban  U s e by 2020
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P opulat ion  D ens i ty:  2020
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A n n u al T r an s i t  T r ips  P er  C apita
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Vehicle Miles  T raveled P er  Capita
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T r an s i t  S h are of  W ork  T r ips
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P opu lation  W i t h i n  1 /2  Mile
 o f  R ai l  T r an s i t :  2020
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P ercentage of P opu lation W ith in  1/2 Mi le
of  R ai l  T r an s i t :  2020
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T otal  E m i s s i o n s
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Overal l  A i r  Qual i ty S core
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The score is an overall, generic measure of air quality
conditions.  A higher score signals worse air quality conditions.
The primary value of the score is to indicate an ordinal ranking
of air quality among the scenarios.
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W ater  D emand: 2020
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Outdoor  W ater  U s e
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P er  Capita W ater  U s e:  2020

279

231 218

303

0

50

100

150

200

250

300

350

A B C D

G
al

lo
n

s 
P

er
 D

ay



QGET -- Scenarios Analysis
Quality Growth Efficiency Tools January 1999

T otal In f r as t r u ctu re Cos ts

$0

$5

$10

$15

$20

$25

$30

$35

$40

A B C D

B
ill

io
n

s 
19

99
 D

o
lla

rs

Municipal and Developer Regional Roads
Regional Transit Regional Water

37.6

29.8

22.1 23.0


